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DRAFT SCHEDULE OF FURTHER PROPOSED MINOR CHANGES 
(Last Updated November 11th 2011) 

The suggested changes below are expressed by strikethrough for deletions and underlining for additions of text.  
Each change has its own reference number (e.g. FPMC1) and the policy and paragraph numbering refer to the text 
included in the Development (or Core) Strategy Submission DPD. A reason for each suggested change is also provided. It 
is intended that in each case revised text will be proposed either through a statement of common grounds, arising from 
exchange of written statements and/or discussions with the Inspector. 
 

PART A: Changes already discussed in the hearing sessions 

 

Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

FPMC1 Preface,  

Para 2 

Delete the second sentence: 
Local analysis shows that the official demographic 
statistics underestimate the borough’s population and 
estimates Ealing’s population at 322,000 (with 
127,000 households). Ealing’s population is expected 
to grow to 349,000 (142,500 households) by 2026. 
 
and replace with:  
 
“Local analysis shows that the official demographic 
statistics from the Office of National Statistics 
underestimate the borough’s population and the 
number of households in Ealing. The GLA estimates 
Ealing’s population at 322,000 in 2011 (with local 
estimates showing 127,000 households) and expects 
it to grow to 349,000 (142,500 households) by 2026.” 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC2  Preface, To amend as follows: “Five Crossrail stations are To provide better clarity and updated information.  
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

Para 6 planned for opening in 2017 2019: four of which will 
be refurbished, providing……”  

FPMC3 
 

Preamble, Para 6 To amend opening sentence: “To support this growth 
Ealing will develop and maintain a clear infrastructure 
delivery plan that will that will ensure the necessary 
physical, social and green infrastructure and services 
are…..” 

To correct a typographical error. 

FPMC4 Map 3 To re-title the map to avoid confusion regarding the 
designation of neighbourhood areas and make 
explicit this is the council’s approach. To be done. 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC5 
 

1.1(i) 

 

To amend policy as follows: “To protect and enhance 
the pattern of green spaces and green corridors, 
identify and safeguard quiet areas and spaces of 
relative tranquility and ensure that new development 
improves and adds to green space.” 

To provide better clarity and ensure consistency with the 
approach outlined in Chapter 5. 

FPMC6 Map 4 Amend title of map and legend to ensure consistency 
of approach. To be done. 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC7 Map 5 The Council will correct labelling for “Pitshanger 
Lane” and Northfield Avenue”, add “Bilton Road” and 
check neighbourhood centres are all correctly 
positioned. To be done.  

To provide better clarity and correct typographical and 
cartographical errors. 

FPMC8 1.2  

Preamble, Para 2 

Delete second sentence; These include the London 
Development Agency, the Metropolitan Police, and in 
particular, Transport for London. 

To provide better clarity. It avoids the need to list all of the 
relevant agencies and thereby risk omission. The LDA has 
been abolished and its functions absorbed into the GLA.  

FPMC9 1.2 (a) Amend the policy as follows: “At least 50 percent of 
the housing developed in the borough Ealing up to 
2026 will be affordable housing, as defined in the 

To provide better clarity and to reflect the GLA Guidance on 
Proposed Minor Alterations to the London Plan, 2011 
regarding affordable rent. 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

London Plan, to achieve mixed communities with a 
range of housing types across the borough and to 
meet need.” 

Amend supporting text as follows: 

The council has worked with the GLA to agree an 
affordable housing target and level of provision, as 
established in the Council’s Strategic Housing Market 
Assessment (SHMA) and Borough Housing Strategy. 
A level of 50% affordable housing will be required on 
all new developments comprising 10 units or more. 
This is further defined as 60 per cent provision of 
social rented accommodation (as provided by 
Registered Providers) and 40 per cent intermediate 
provision which is subsidized accommodation 
discounted from market rent levels.28 The SHMA also 
identifies housing need in the borough, 
demonstrating that both smaller (one and two 
bedroom units) and larger (three and four bedroom 
units) are required. The SHMA and the background 
paper on housing outline the balance between need, 
demand and supply and further detail will be provided 
in an Affordable Housing Viability Assessment.29 
28 The 60-40% mix reflects the Replacement London 
Plan (Oct 2009) Policy 3.12 and differs from the 70-
30% mix in the Consolidated London Plan (Feb 
2008) Policy 3A.9 
29 Affordable Housing Viability Assessment prepared 
by BNP Paribas Real Estate, September 2010 

and replace with: 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

The Council’s Strategic Housing Market Assessment 
(SHMA, 2009) identifies a significant shortfall of 
affordable homes, particularly family homes. 
Contributions to affordable housing will be sought on 
all new developments comprising 10 units or more, 
with a tenure split of 60 percent provision of 
social/affordable rented accommodation and 40 
percent intermediate provision. The Borough Housing 
Strategy identifies the requirements for unit sizes 
across both tenures.  

Contributions from private residential and mixed use 
schemes will be negotiated on the basis of seeking 
the maximum reasonable amount of affordable 
housing, taking account of the specific circumstances 
of the site (including financial viability)28. The starting 
point for negotiations will be a contribution of 50 
percent affordable housing provided on-site.  
28 This approach reflects Policy 3.12 of the London 
Plan 2011. 

FPMC10 1.2 (b) Delete “classifying employment land” and replace 
with “categorising employment sites” in the preamble 
in the supporting text. 

To provide better clarity and correct some typographical 
errors when earlier iterations of the document were merged. 
The full amended supporting text for Policy 1.2 (b) is set out 
in the Council’s Written Statement, LPA 2, Para 8 (see 
ED81). 

FPMC11 1.2 (b) 
The last paragraph of the supporting text: “Proactive 
management of these areas will involve the limited 
transfer of 14 hectares to mixed use development 
over the plan period, coordinated through the 
Development Sites DPD.” should be the final 
sentence of the first bullet point. (Council to 

To provide better clarity and correct some typographical 
errors when earlier iterations of the document were merged. 
The full amended supporting text for Policy 1.2 (b) is set out 
in the Council’s Written Statement, LPA 2, Para 8 (see 
ED81). 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

consider whether there should also be additional 
reference to OAPFs?) 

FPMC12 1.2 (b) 
Delete “and to be lost over time” in the second bullet 
point of the supporting text and add a further footnote 
under the second bullet point with a reference to the 
Employment Land Review 2010. 

To provide better clarity and correct some typographical 
errors when earlier iterations of the document were merged. 
The full amended supporting text for Policy 1.2 (b) is set out 
in the Council’s Written Statement, LPA 2, Para 8 (see 
ED81). 

FPMC13 1.2 (b) 
Amend the third bullet point of the supporting text as 
follows: “Smaller sites that have either been lost to 
residential or have been so heavily diluted by other 
uses to no longer function effectively as employment 
land. Where appropriate, these will be allocated for 
alternative use through the Development Sites DPD 
as the final sentence.” 

To provide better clarity and correct some typographical 
errors when earlier iterations of the document were merged. 
The full amended supporting text for Policy 1.2 (b) is set out 
in the Council’s Written Statement, LPA 2, Para 8 (see 
ED81). 

FPMC14 1.2 (d)  To amend the first sentence of the supporting text as 
follows: “Crossrail {Footnote 31} will boost London's 
rail capacity by 10% when it opens in 2017 2019.” 
and to add a new footnote after the end of the 
second sentence of the supporting text to read: 
“Crossrail and Ealing Council have entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding to produce Strategic 
Urban Realm Plans (SURPs) for each Crossrail 
station. These studies are due to commence in early 
2012 and will look specifically at improvements to the 
immediate footprint of the stations and will include a 
review of bus services serving the stations.” To 
review and amend supporting text to reflect the 
current position re HS2. Text to follow. 

To provide better clarity and update with the latest 
information. 

FPMC15 New Policy  Introduce a new policy and supporting text. The 
policy wording is: 

To provide better clarity In order to set out a clear strategic 
approach to the management of Ealing’s historic 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

after 1.2 (e) 
To support the proactive conservation and enjoyment 
of Ealing’s heritage assets and their significance. In 
this regard the Council will continue to update and 
revise its evidence relating to the Borough’s 
designated and undesignated heritage assets. In 
particular, we will regularly review our Conservation 
Area Appraisals and Management Plans and review 
and update our Local List of heritage assets to 
ensure that local assets are identified and their 
significance properly understood during the planning 
process. In addition to promote heritage led 
regeneration, ensure a balanced approach to climate 
change measures, encourage greater understanding 
and access to heritage assets and reduce the 
number of assets at risk. 
 
The supporting text is: 

In addition to the identification and review of 
evidence relating to significant heritage assets, the 
primary method for the delivery of Ealing’s heritage 
strategy will be area specific planning documents 
such as SPDs/AAPs. The level of detail contained in 
these documents is best suited to achieving a 
heritage-driven urban design programme of place-
shaping. Development management policies will 
ensure that proper consideration will be given to 
heritage matters when determining planning 
applications, and applications for listed building 
consent and conservation area consent. 

environment in line with PPS5 and in accordance with the 
Statement of Common Ground with English Heritage 
(ED14). 

FPMC16 1.2 (f) Revise policy and supporting text in accordance with 
the Statement of Common Ground with English 
Heritage (ED14).  

To provide better clarity in accordance with the Statement 
of Common Ground with English Heritage (ED14). 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

Delete the existing wording as follows: “To support 
higher densities in areas of good public transport 
accessibility. Whilst proper regard shall be made to 
relevant London Plan policies, the council will take 
into account primarily the quality of the design, the 
location of the site and the need to provide a suitable 
housing mix. Tall buildings are acceptable where 
they contribute positively to the urban environment. 
The quality of the design solution proposed, 
especially in relation to its surroundings, and the 
accessibility of its location are the overriding 
considerations in the assessment of any proposed 
development. Tall buildings should generally be 
limited to Acton, Ealing and Southall town centres, 
gateways to Park Royal and to identified 
development sites.” 

The new revised policy wording is: 
 
To support higher densities in areas of good public 
transport accessibility. Whilst proper regard shall be 
made to relevant London Plan policies, the council 
will take into account primarily the quality of the 
design, the location of the site and the need to 
provide a suitable housing mix. Tall buildings are 
acceptable where they contribute positively to the 
urban environment and do not cause harm to existing 
heritage assets. The quality of the design solution 
proposed, especially in relation to its context, and the 
accessibility of its location are the overriding 
considerations in the assessment of any proposed 
development. Tall buildings may be suitable in 
specified sites within Acton, Ealing and Southall town 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

centres, gateways to Park Royal and identified 
development sites only. Specific locations identified 
as suitable for tall buildings will be designated 
through the Development Sites DPD and also 
through SPDs/AAPs. In these documents additional 
work to refine suitable sites and formations with 
particular regard to heritage assets and their settings 
will be undertaken. Policies for the management of 
tall buildings will be developed in the Development 
Management DPD. 
 
Delete the existing supporting text: “Whilst proper 
regard shall be made to relevant London Plan 
policies {Footnote 35} to support higher densities in 
areas of good public transport accessibility, the 
density matrix should not be applied mechanistically 
and the council will, in particular, take into account 
primarily the quality of the design, the location of the 
site and the need to provide a suitable housing mix. It 
is important to acknowledge that higher density 
housing does not automatically equate to a 
requirement for high-rise development. 
 
However, tall buildings can be appropriate and 
enhance townscape providing they are of high quality 
design and in suitable locations. The identification of 
areas suitable for tall buildings will help to promote 
appropriate sites, deliver housing targets and also 
importantly direct such developments away from less 
appropriate/more sensitive locations (i.e. those 
considered sensitive by virtue of their location, 
existing use or design. The council recognises that 
clearer guidance needs to be developed as to what 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

constitutes a suitable location. More detailed policies 
on density and tall buildings will be contained within 
both the Development Sites and Development 
Management policy documents including clearly 
defining those specific locations judged to be suitable 
for tall buildings.” 
 
 
The new supporting text for this policy is: 

Whilst proper regard shall be made to relevant 
London Plan policies which support higher densities 
in areas of good public transport accessibility, the 
density matrix should not be applied mechanistically 
and the council will, in particular, take into account 
primarily the quality of the design, the context of the 
site and the need to provide a suitable housing mix. It 
is important to acknowledge that higher density 
housing does not automatically equate to a 
requirement for high-rise development. However, tall 
buildings can be appropriate and enhance townscape 
providing they are of high quality design and in 
suitable locations. The identification of areas suitable 
for tall buildings will help to promote appropriate 
sites, deliver housing targets and direct such 
developments away from less appropriate/more 
sensitive locations (i.e. those considered vulnerable 
by virtue of their location, existing use or design. 
Policies for the management of tall buildings will be 
developed in the Development Management DPD. 

FPMC17 1.2 (h) Delete the policy, supporting text and footnote 39 and 
renumber subsequent policies as necessary as 
follows: 

To reflect that these sites are not strategic and are best 
dealt with in the Development Sites DPD. 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

The policy is as follows: 

To promote the regeneration of special opportunity 
sites in the borough, in which a suitable range or mix 
of uses will be permitted where the proposals are 
consistent with sustainable development principles. 

The supporting text is as follows: 

The council has identified three special opportunity 
sites in the borough: (Footnote 39) 

•  Glade Lane; 

•  Southern Gateway; and 

•  Greenford Green. 

These are large and prominent sites which are key to 
the achievement of the council’s regeneration 
objectives. This designation is distinct from the 
Opportunity Areas defined in the London Plan. The 
designation ‘Special Opportunity Site’ is intended to 
convey that the council will use its powers as local 
planning authority to encourage and negotiate 
development schemes that address the individual site 
problems and fulfil their potential to act as major 
examples of investment for their wider hinterland. 
Schemes should deal fully with site and community 
infrastructure provision and any potential 
contaminated land issue. 

Footnote 39 is as follows: 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

All three sites were previously identified in the UDP, 
although the boundaries for both Greenford Green 
and Southern Gateway have been extended. 
Southall Gas Works, Grand Union Village and Atlas 
Road, previously designated as Special Opportunity 
Sites, have been de-designated. The revised 
boundaries are incorporated in the Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals Map, and further detail regarding 
these sites are set out in final proposals 2.9, 3.4 and 
4.2 respectively. 

FPMC18 1.2(l) To delete the existing policy: 

To protect the existing gypsies and traveller’s site at 
Bashley Road, Park Royal and to consider provision 
for an additional site in due course subject to the 
feasibility of identifying a site appropriate to that use 
and to the availability of funding. 

and replace with: 

To protect the existing Gypsy and Traveller site at 
Bashley Road, Park Royal, and to consider additional 
provision subject to local evidence of need. 

To delete the existing supporting text: 

The London Plan {Footnote 41} makes provision of 
pitches for gypsies and travellers (including travelling 
show people) and sets a target for seven new pitches 
to be provided in Ealing for the time period 2007-
2017, to be extended according to growth indices up 
to the end of the plan period. However, the waiting 
list for the one gypsy and traveller site at Bashley 
Road in Ealing is only for one family requiring one 

To provide better clarity and to better reflect to London Plan 
2011 and emerging national guidance on provision of sites 
for Gypsies and Travellers. The revised wording 
emphasisies the importance of provision based on an 
assessment of local needs. 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

pitch, a figure that suggests there is no need for an 
additional site in the short and medium term. 

Furthermore, the London Plan suggests that 72 per 
cent of gypsy and traveller’s need for accommodation 
concerns those already living in bricks and mortar 
accommodation. In the light of these factors, the 
council will only make provision of an additional site 
in due course provided the waiting list for the site at 
Bashley Road were to reflect a strong demand, 
based on the future feasibility of identifying a site 
appropriate to that use and to the availability of 
funding. The council will also keep on proposing 
alternative bricks and mortar accommodation to 
gypsies and travellers looking for accommodation 
suited to their needs through the general needs 
housing service and strive to continue to provide the 
high quality services that make Ealing’s reputation as 
a local and regional support hub for gypsies and 
travellers facing accommodation related issues. 

and replace with: 

The Council’s reputation as a local and regional 
support hub for gypsies and travellers facing 
accommodation related issues is based on the high 
quality of service provision in supporting gypsies and 
travellers looking for accommodation suited to their 
needs. Historical trends show that there is sufficient 
churn at the Bashley Road site to cope with the 
current waiting list as of 2011, with no need for 
provision of an additional site in the short to medium 
term. The Council will therefore only contribute 
towards the provision of additional pitches in Ealing 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

based on strong evidence of need, balanced against 
general housing priorities, availability of funding and 
the feasibility of identifying an appropriate site. 
Planning applications for the provision of additional 
Gypsy and Traveller sites will be determined against 
the criteria based policy included in the Development 
Management DPD. 

FPMC19 2.1 (b) Amend policy as follows: “To supplement the 
introduction of Crossrail, make seek improvements in 
bus services,capacity and servicing arrangements 
along the Uxbridge Road / Crossrail corridor.” 

To clarify that the council would not normally run and fund 
bus services as this is usually done by TfL. 

FPMC20 2.1 c) 
To delete the policy: “To ensure sensitive 
development management of localities within the 
corridor so as to achieve a proper balance between 
those localities being promoted and/or regenerated 
(as specified in Policies 2.2-2.9) and those areas of 
low growth that will retain their existing character and 
where the priority will be the conservation of the built 
and natural environment.” 

and replace with: “To achieve an appropriate balance 
in localities within the corridor between regeneration 
objectives and the conservation of the built and 
natural environment.” 

To provide better clarity, ensure consistency with the 
approach taken in Policy 3.1 and to provide a clear strategic 
approach to the management of Ealing’s historic 
environment in line with PPS5. 

FPMC21 2.1 

Footnote 45 

Amend footnote to read Appendix 1 not 2. To correct a typographical error. 

FPMC22 2.2 Amend title of policy to read: “Revitalise Regenerate 
Acton Town Centre” 

To better reflect that the objective of the policy is a 
revitalised town centre, whereas regeneration is usually 
understood to refer to the physical interventions that will 
contribute to the realisation of the objective of the policy 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

FPMC23 2.4 
Delete the final sentence of the supporting text as 
follows: “Further studies will be undertaken to 
examine and help realise the development potential 
of this area.” 

Add a new footnote after “bus interchange facilities” 
to read as follows: “See “The Borough Bus Review” 
Report to Cabinet, June 7th 2011. In addition, the 
Corridor 3 Acton North-South project (please see 
“Local Implementation Plan 2011-2014”) has been 
the subject of studies previously and is currently 
being designed at the moment. Enhanced bus 
interchange facilities, together with walking and 
cycling improvements for users of Acton Mainline 
station are included within this project.”    

To provide better clarity and update with the latest 
information. 

FPMC24 2.5 Amend title of policy to read: “Revitalise Regenerate 
Ealing Metropolitan Town Centre” 

To clarify that the policy relates to the whole of the 
Metropolitan Centre, and to better reflect that the objective 
of the policy is a revitalised town centre, whereas 
regeneration is usually understood to refer to the physical 
interventions that will contribute to the realisation of the 
objective of the policy. 

FPMC25 2.5 (a)  To delete “Lammertons” and replace with 
“Lamertons”. 

To correct a typographical error. 

FPMC26 2.5 (e)  To amend first sentence as follows: “To provide 
protect and enhance the quality of the existing 
townscape…..” 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC27 2.5 (e) In the third bullet point to hyphenate “pedestrian-
orientated”. 

To correct a grammatical error. 

FPMC28 2.5 (e) In the fourth bullet point rearrange the sentence 
structure. Delete: “to create a coherent townscape 
across the different quarters of the town centre 

To provide better clarity. 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

through the form and height of new development but 
recognise that taller elements are possible in key 
locations and within blocks that respond to 
surrounding scales and features” and replace with: 
“to use the form and height of new development to 
create a coherent townscape across the different 
quarters of the town centre, but recognise that taller 
elements that respond to surrounding scales and 
features are possible in defined key locations;” 

FPMC29 2.6 (a) Amend the policy as follows “To regenerate the 
Green Man Lane Estate and achieve an attractive 
and popular residential locality, stitching together 
integrating the municipal and owner occupied 
residential areas and improving access to integrating 
the new development into West Ealing Broadway. 
This will lead to the provision of 242 additional mixed 
tenure homes.”  

To provide better clarity regarding the council’s intention 
that any future development should ensure better 
integration with West Ealing Broadway. 

FPMC30 2.6 To revise the supporting text as follows: 

Green Man Lane was identified as in need of 
regeneration in 2005. Work with residents identified 
that they felt unsafe on the estate, many people were 
overcrowded, crime and security were key issues, 
and the majority of residents were dissatisfied with 
the quality, condition and management of the homes 
and the estate generally as a place to live. In 
addition, there were fundamental design and 
construction issues with Green Man Lane.  

Comprehensive redevelopment was confirmed as the 
most appropriate solution in January 2008, to 
address the issues identified above and increase the 
supply of private and affordable housing, while 

As of September 2011, demolition of Green Man Lane and 
the construction of new homes are underway. The first 
occupants are expected to move in Spring 2012, with full 
completion of the estate regeneration programme within 
five to seven years. The Council has secured the required 
compulsory purchase orders, and a delivery partnership 
and legal agreement is in place. 

 

Green Man Lane lies adjacent to the Ealing Metropolitan 
Centre, which has the highest potential for developing 
decentralised energy networks within the borough. 
Condition 36 of the planning permission ties the developer 
to demonstrate that the energy centre at Green Man Lane 
be designed to allow for future connection to any 
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Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

contributing to the regeneration of West Ealing 
Broadway. A Master Plan for the redevelopment was 
approved in 2010, and in 2011 the Council secured 
the required Compulsory Purchase Orders and put in 
place a legal agreement and delivery partnership. 
The first occupants are expected to move in Spring 
2012, with full completion of the redevelopment 
programme completed within five to seven years. 

Together with Ealing Town Centre, Green Man Lane 
is considered is considered to have the second 
highest potential for developing a district energy 
network. The energy centre at the Green Man Lane 
redevelopment has been designed to allow for future 
connection to any decentralised energy network, and 
any developments that come forward in close 
proximity to Green Man lane will also have to 
demonstrate the same. Further information on how a 
potential network could be established can be found 
in the borough’s Heat Map study. (footnote 59 
remains unchanged).” 

decentralised energy network. Policy 2.6 covers the Green 
Man Lane Estate and the wider area, so that any 
developments that come forward in close proximity to 
Green Man Lane will have to future proof their energy 
centres to be ready to connect into a decentralised energy 
network should one become available off-site. 

FPMC31 2.6 

Footnote 58 

Delete the footnote: “See report to Ealing Council 
Cabinet "Green Man Lane Regeneration Project", 
January 28th, 2008.” 

To reflect the updated supporting text to Policy 2.6. 

FPMC32 2.8 Amend title of policy to read: “Revitalise Regenerate 
Southall Town Centre” 

To better reflect that the objective of the policy is a 
revitalised town centre, whereas regeneration is usually 
understood to refer to the physical interventions that will 
contribute to the realisation of the objective of the policy. 

FPMC33 2.8 
Combine paragraphs 1 and 2 of the supporting text 
as follows, and revise the last sentence of the 
combined paragraphs to read: “The Mayor of London 
has identified Southall as an Opportunity Area in the 

To provide better clarity and to emphasise the Southall 
OAPF’s overarching remit. 
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London Plan and will work with Ealing on the 
Opportunity Area Planning Framework (OAPF) for 
the area.”  

FPMC34 2.8 In the fourth paragraph of the supporting text, second 
sentence amend to read: “The development of a 
network would need to be based around a large site, 
most likely Southall Gas Works or Southall College.” 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC35 2.8 

Footnote 63 

See Maps 1, 2 and 3 in Atlas of Proposed Changes 
to the Adopted Proposals Maps 2004 which 
illustrates in map form and proposed changes that 
arise from this Development Strategy and other draft 
Development Plan Documents. 

To ensure that the footnote is comprehensive. 

FPMC36 2.8 

Footnote 65 

Delete: “For more information refer to the council’s 
“The Framework for Southall” published in April 2008 
and “Southall Development Study – Final Report” 
published in September 2010.” 

The documents referred to are out of date. Revisions to 
supporting text clarify that further guidance on the 
proposals will be provided through the Southall OAPF. 

FPMC37 2.9 (a) 
To delete first sentence:  “To redevelop and refurbish 
the Havelock estate at a higher density that relates to 
improved public transport accessibility. This 
will lead to the provision of 193 additional mixed 
tenure homes.” and replace with: “To redevelop and 
refurbish the Havelock Estate to achieve an attractive 
and popular residential locality, with improved public 
transport accessibility and easy pedestrian access to 
Southall Town Centre.” The existing footnote is 
unchanged. 

To provide improved clarity regarding outcomes of estate 
regeneration. 

FPMC38 2.9 (b) 
To amend the second sentence as follows: “The 
Special Opportunity Site, Metropolitan Open Land 
and Public Open Space designations at Glade Lane 
will all be retained.” 

To take account of the proposed deletion of Policy 1.2 (h). 

FPMC39 2.9 c) 
To amend as follows: “To regenerate the Middlesex 
Business Centre and environs with a mixed To take account of the fact that the Southall OAPF will 
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employment and other uses in higher density 
development, possibly including housing provision 
but retaining job potential equivalent to the existing 
provision.” 

provide development capacity work which there is no 
requirement to pre-empt. 

FPMC40 2.9 In the supporting text delete: “There is open space 
nearby, but it is underused. It is therefore proposed 
that land uses are changed to bring new high-quality 
open space that will be accessible to residents of 
Glade Lane and the Havelock Estate. Any future 
proposals will ensure that any link to the adjoining 
green corridor is not lost. As part of this, the canal 
footpaths will be made accessible. It is proposed that 
some medium density housing and low-density 
employment use is developed in the area.” 
 
Discussions are ongoing with the GLA regarding the 
future role, options and designations for Middlesex 
Business Centre. These discussions will inform 
opportunities for the comprehensive regeneration of 
the Havelock area. 

and replace with two new paragraphs: 

“The release of Middlesex Business Centre from its 
SIL designation will be managed through the Southall 
OAPF. 

There will be an increasing public open space 
deficiency over the plan period which will be 
addressed through the forthcoming Southall OAPF. 
Measures will include improvements to quality, 
quantity and accessibility of provision.” 

To provide better clarity. The assertion that open space is 
underused has no evidence base. The accompanying text 
relates to ‘Special Opportunity Site Designation which it is 
now proposed be deleted. 

The amended text in relation to Middlesex Business Centre 
takes account of work around the Southall OAPF.  
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FPMC41 New Policy  

2.10 

Council will draft a new policy modelled on Policy 
3.8. Text to follow. 

To provide better clarity and ensure consistency in 
approach between Chapters 2 and 3. 

FPMC42 3.1 (b) To amend the policy as follows: “To achieve an 
appropriate balance in localities within the corridor 
between regeneration objectives and the 
conservation of the built and natural environment.” 

To provide better clarity and to provide a clear strategic 
approach to the management of Ealing’s historic 
environment in line with PPS5. 

FPMC43 3.1 In the supporting add a new footnote signposted after  
“There is an emphasis on maintaining a portfolio of 
business land {add new footnote}…. 

Footnote to read: “See Employment Land Review, 
2010.” 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC44 3.2 (b)  To amend the policy as follows: “To promote and 
enhance the use of the Grand Union Canal for freight 
transport, walking and cycle access to employment, 
including creation of additional towpath access 
points.”  

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC45 3.3 c) and (d)  To delete policies 3.3 c) and d) and move text into 
the supporting text. Text to be provided. 

To recognise that these specific projects may not be 
deliverable over the plan period but remain Council 
aspirations. 

FPMC46 3.3 (f) Add new addition to the policy: 

(f) To promote the use of the Grand Union Canal for 
freight transport 

This proposed change was detailed in EAL12b in response 
to rep 453, but unfortunately was not incorporated into 
EAL2 and EAL3 as originally intended.  It is proposed that 
this now be re-inserted as originally intended. 

FPMC47 3.3 Amend the supporting text, 3rd paragraph, final 
sentence to read: “In line with the replacement 
London Plan (2011), the council will promote….” 

To provide better clarity. 
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FPMC48 3.3 

Footnote 71 

To amend as follows: “See Mayor of London Draft 
Park Royal Opportunity Framework, March 2008 
2011 

To reflect the fact that the OAPF has been adopted by the 
Mayor of London. 

FPMC49 3.5 To amend the title of the policy to read: “Enhance 
and Consolidate Greenford Town Centre” 

To provide better clarity and ensure consistency of wording 
in policy headings. 

FPMC50 3.5 (a) To amend as follows: “To promote the development 
of schemes that will create an attractive and safe 
town centre environment, help relieve congestion and 
improve bus operation and facilities and provide up to 
7-8,000 gross sqm of additional retail development. 
This will lead to the provision of 45 additional mixed 
tenure homes.” (Text to be provided clarifying the 
second sentence) 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC51 3.7 (b) Add signposting to the Park Royal OAPF Chapter 
10.7. Wording to follow. 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC52 4.3 Council to review text of policy and supporting 
text to clarify implications for local services and 
safeguarding? 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC53 4.4 (a) Amend as follows: “To make seek improvements to 
the North London Line and services in the borough.” 

 

To provide better clarity. Improvements to the North Line 
London come under the jurisdiction of TfL which is outside 
the control of LB Ealing. 

 

FPMC54 4.4 c) Amend as follows: “To further explore opportunities 
for improving orbital journeys from Surbiton 
southwest London through Ealing Broadway to north 
London.” 

To provide better clarity. WestTrans, the sub-regional 
transport partnership led by LB Ealing, is currently 
undertaking feasibility work on a series of identified 
corridors from the West London Transport Plan including a 
number of orbital routes through Ealing Broadway 

FPMC55 4.4 Council to review supporting text and/or To provide better clarity. 
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signposting in a footnote to the LIP and WLSR 
Transport Plan. 

FPMC56 Chapter 6, 
Preamble, Para 1 

‘Existing communities and residents coming into new 
development in the borough will need additional 
health facilities, schools, leisure, transport, utility and 
community facilities. As indicated in chapter one, the 
sustainable delivery of the Development Strategy 
requires good infrastructure planning. This chapter 
provides more information on infrastructure 
requirements and delivery.’ 

To recognise the importance of utilities to the provision of 
infrastructure. 

FPMC57 Chapter 6, 
Preamble, Para 2 

‘To create sustainable communities, providing 
housing and employment opportunities alone is not 
sufficient. There is a need to provide the necessary 
supporting ‘infrastructure’ of transport, schools, open 
space, community, health, utilities and leisure 
services etc to support the local population and those 
who visit or work in the borough. A range of 
organisations provide these services but there is 
currently little or no integration of that provision 
meeting neither the needs of existing communities 
nor those of the future.’ 

To recognise the importance of utilities to the provision of 
infrastructure. 

FPMC58 Chapter 6, 
Preamble, Para 6 

Amend the second sentence as follows: “The IDP 
lists the type of infrastructure required by type (e.g. 
education, health, sports and leisure) and will also list 
by area of the borough.” 

To correct a typographical error. 

FPMC59 Chapter 6, 
Preamble, Para 9 

Footnote 88 

Delete Footnote 88 as follows: “The IDP mapping 
has been updated to reflect additional information 
and updates of plans and strategies from 
infrastructure providers. Updated mapping can be 
found in the IDP report 2011.” 

And replace with: “For any future updates to 

To improve clarity and usability. 
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mapping, please refer to the latest version of the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

FPMC60 Map 10 Amend symbols on the map corresponding to new 
secondary schools and secondary school expansion. 
To be done. 

To correct a cartographical error. 

FPMC61 6.2 Amend title of fourth bullet point to read: Culture, 
sports and leisure” 

To improve clarity and usability. 

FPMC62 6.2 Add signpost to London Plan Policy 3.16. To be 
done. 

To improve clarity and usability. 

FPMC63 6.3 Amend preamble of the policy as follows: “The 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan will identify…..”  

To correct a typographical error. 

FPMC64 6.4 Amend as follows: “The Council will follow the 
approach of set out in the London Plan (2011) 
{Footnote 90} in respect of….” 

To provide better clarity and take account of the adopted 
London Plan 2011 that was published after submission of 
the Development Strategy. 

FPMC65 6.4 

Footnote 90 

Amend as follows: “See Draft Replacement London 
Plan Policies 8.1-8.3, July 2011” 

To provide better clarity and take account of the adopted 
London Plan 2011 that was published after submission of 
the Development Strategy. 

FPMC66 Appendix 1: The 
Regional Context 

– The London 
Plan 

Amend Appendix 1 of the Development Strategy to 
include the text and maps shown in Annex A of this 
schedule. 

To provide better clarity and take account of the adopted 
London Plan 2011 that was published after submission of 
the Development Strategy.  

FPMC67 Appendix 2:  A 
Local Context – 
Neighbourhood 

Profiles 

Amend background font colour from yellow to green 
to avoid any confusion with policy text above. 

To provide better clarity. 

FPMC68 Appendix 2:  A 
Local Context – 

For Acton and Park Royal include in the definition of 
the neighbourhood/locality the ward make up. To be 

To provide better clarity and consistency with approach 
taken in the remaining neighbourhood profiles.. 
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Neighbourhood 
Profiles 

done. 

FPMC69 Appendix 4 Add new Appendix 4 setting out a schedule of UDP 
policies superseded when the Development Strategy 
is adopted. To be done. 

To provide clarity on status of UDP policies when the 
Development Strategy is adopted.  

FPMC70 Glossary Add a glossary of terms and abbreviations used to 
include definitions of Code for Sustainable Homes, 
BREAM, decentralised energy, low emission strategy 
neighbourhood centre, retail hierarchy and 
sustainable development,  To be done.  

To improve clarity and usability. 

FPMC71 Footnotes Undertake check for consistency regards references 
to the London Plan, 2011 and its predecessor. To be 
done. 

To improve clarity and usability. 

FPMC72 Footnotes Undertake check for consistency regards references 
to other Ealing DPDs including Policies 3.4 and 4.2. 
To be done.  

To improve clarity and usability. 

FPMC73 Footnotes Undertake check for any changes made in the Atlas 
of Proposed Changes (EAL4) To be done. 

To improve clarity and usability. 

FPMC74 General Although this does not relate to the tests of 
soundness, the Inspector has asked the Council to 
consider putting policies in a box to distinguish from 
supporting wording. To be done. 

LBE accepts this helpful suggestion but it clearly cannot be 
adopted in the current draft of the document. However, it 
will be incorporated in the final draft of the adopted plan 
when this is set out for printing/type-setting. 
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PART B: Changes proposed in the Council’s written statements 
but not yet discussed in the in hearing sessions 

Ref. No. Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Reason For Change 

 Chapter 5, 
Preamble, Para 1t 

Amend text as follows: “There are 19 major open 
areas in the borough (designated green belt or 
metropolitan open land) and a total of 8.4 9.75 
square kilometres of parks and green spaces – 15 17 
per cent of the total borough’s land.” 

To reflect updated information. 

 Chapter 5 
Preamble, Para 2 

Amend text as follows: “There are also many 
valuable parks and small incidental green spaces 
which add distinctive character to the borough’s 
neighbourhoods; provide recreation and children’s 
play space; provide an opportunity for food growing; 
form a habitat for wildlife; contribute to the historic 
environment; and are also important in addressing 
climate change forming an important carbon sink, 
and improving air quality.” 

To reflect the significance of heritage land in the Borough. 

 5.1 
(b) Land around the A40 – Northolt, Greenford 
• Land from Lime Trees Park to the A40: 
management of recreational open space, golf course 
and education site; 
• Western Avenue Parkway from borough boundary 
east to Oldfield Lane Long Drive: landscaping of 
open land; creation of cycle routes sensitive 
development of site for high school within green belt 
setting where A40 crosses Oldfield Lane. 
• Northolt and Greenford Countryside Park: 
Management as a Metropolitan Park; development of 
a unified parkland area, and visitor centre at Northala 
Park 

To reflect the revised extent of the Green Belt network in 
light of the proposal to re-designate the former GSK sports 
ground and environs as Metropolitan Open Land. 
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• Northolt Golf Course and Medlar Fields – golf, new 
wetland/watercourses. 
• Rectory Field – development of play facilities and 
five-a-side football. 
• Islip Manor: management of recreation & education 
open space (as District Park). 

 5.2 (a) Acton Park – development of a district park 
encompassing Management as public parkland and 
private playing fields. 

To reflect the fact that delivering District Park Status at 
Acton Park is unlikely to be deliverable during the plan 
period. 

 5.2 (h) (h) Land around the A40 – Greenford: Management 
for recreation, nature conservation and flood risk 
management. 

To reflect the revised extent of the MOL network in light of 
the proposal to re-designate the former GSK sports ground 
and environs as Metropolitan Open Land. 

 5.3 The council in seeking to protect and promote the 
network of Green Corridors and Blue Ribbon Network 
in the borough will promote the following proposals 
for enhancement: 

To reflect the importance of the Blue Ribbon Network.  This 
proposed addition was detailed in EAL12b in reference to 
representation 454, but was accidently omitted from the 
final submission draft.  It is proposed that this now be re-
inserted as originally intended. 

 5.3 
Green Corridors provide important links between 
networks of strategic open space in the borough. 
They comprise roads, railways, walking and cycle 
routes and corridors for the movement of wildlife. 
Whilst the vast majority of the Green Corridor 
network already exists on the ground, and will 
continue to be safeguarded as such, a section of the 
corridor just east of Guinness Mounds to East Acton 
remains unimplemented. This is illustrated on Map 8. 
The delivery of this section of the Green Corridor, in 
the form of an enhanced landscape strip, improved 
cycleway/pedestrian route, and an improved noise 
environment will most likely be dependent on and 
enabled by some development on parts of the land 

This revision to the supporting text of policy 5.3, is intended 
to acknowledge that the delivery of the unimplemented A40 
Acton Green Corridor may be dependent on some form of 
enabling development.  The revised text defines the key 
objectives which development must adhere to.   
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defined as Green Corridor. The delivery of this 
corridor should contribute to the following key 
objectives/aims: 
• Through enhanced landscaping transform this 
section of the A40, in order to deliver improvements 
to the appearance and quality of the experience of 
the A40 for all users, including residents, drivers, 
pedestrians, cyclists and wildlife passing along or 
crossing the A40. 
• Reduce the adverse effects arising from the A40, 
particularly in terms of noise and air quality. 
• Improve personal security – actual and perceived. 
• Enhance biodiversity. 
• Promoting alternative transport, particularly through 
an improved walking/cycling environment. 
 

The delivery of these Green Corridor objectives  
however also need to be balanced against the need 
to create quality development, including the need to 
provide for adequate servicing, private amenity 
space, and to maintain adequate separation 
distances in the interests of privacy. In this regard 
development proposals will also need to be judged 
against the criteria within the new Green Corridor 
policy of the Development Management DPD, and 
the Development Sites DPD, which provide further 
detail with regard to the type and scale of 
development which may be considered acceptable in 
relation to individual sites along this stretch of the 
Green Corridor. 

 5.4  In the supporting text amend as follows: “There are To make a factual correction. 
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96 103 nature conservation sites in the borough.” 

 5.5 (b) To address deficiency in access to open space in the 
borough, and to meet the open space needs rising 
from new development, including in particular at 
Southall Gas Works and Southern Gateway (Park 
Royal). Key priorities in terms of proposals for 
addressing deficiency are currently being identified 
as part of work on through the Green Space 
Strategy. Further details will follow in the final 
submission version of the Development Strategy. 

To reflect the updated status of the Green Space Strategy.  
To provide a cross reference to the emerging work on an All 
London Green Grid, and to reflect the refined deficiency 
mapping work. 

  
These policies are based on the council’s Green 
Space Strategy (2012-2022) and emerging work on 
an All London Green Grid. (currently being finalised), 
and a wider analysis of deficiency presented in the 
West London Sub Regional 
Development Framework. The former comprises a 
quantitative and qualitative audit of green space, and 
an assessment of current and future needs over the 
plan period. The All London Green Grid will create a 
network of interlinked, multifunctional and high quality 
open and green spaces that connect with town 
centres, public transport nodes, the countryside in 
the urban fringe, rivers and major employment and 
residential areas. Ealing is an important part of two 
‘area frameworks’ the River Brent Plateau framework 
and the Colne and Crane framework. The project is 
being rolled out by Design for London (DfL), and 
provides the sub regional context in which the green 
space strategy shall be embedded. 
 
The policies to enhance green space, improve 
access to this space and where possible to create 
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new green spaces respond to the deficiency areas 
identified in the strategies referred to above, as 
follows: 
• District Park deficiency particularly in Acton Central, 
Park Royal, Southfields and Hanger Hill. 
• Local Park deficiency particularly in Southall 
(Southall West, Southall Green and Southall Town 
Centre), Ealing 
(North Ealing), Hanwell (North Hanwell) and in Park 
Royal. 
• Areas of deficiency in play provision in South 
Ealing, North Ealing, the majority of Southall West, 
Park Royal, and in 
large parts of Acton Central, North Greenford and 
Perivale. 
• Very low playground provision in relation to child 
density in Southall West, Acton Central and 
Southfields. 
• Southall West, Acton Central, Hanger Lane and 
Ealing Common have high child density and are 
more than 400m 
from existing facilities. Hence they need new 
facilities. 
• In quantity terms, as a proportion of public open 
space per head of population, Ealing Broadway and 
South Acton Wards are particularly deficient. Over 
the plan period this position may also worsen in 
relation to Southall Green and Southall Broadway 
wards. 
• In terms of deficiency in access: 

5.� Local Park deficiency throughout the 
borough, but particularly through the 
centre of Ealing. 
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5.� District Park deficiency in the east of the 
borough and across much of Southall. 

5.� Metropolitan Park deficiency particularly 
in the Hanger Hill ward. 

• There is a lower density of play opportunities 
through the centre and east of the borough, in 
particular the wards of 
Ealing Common, Ealing Broadway, Hanger Hill and 
the western side of East Acton. 
• There is a notable gap in provision of MUGA’s and 
play opportunities for older children in the Hanger Hill 
area. 
The Green Space Strategy identifies priority parks for 
investment to help redress this deficiency. 

 5.6 (b) 
To develop a sports hub as part of this network, with 
a range of sports provision adjoining Gurnell Pool in 
the Gurnell area, and the development of several 
strategic ‘satellite sites’ located strategically to serve 
communities across the borough. 

This proposal is intended to refer to the Gurnell Pool and its 
environs. 

  
The council’s Facilities Strategy (2011) (Incorporating 
the Playing Pitch and Outdoor Sports Strategy (2007) 
and updates (2010)) provides an analysis of both 
existing and future needs over the lifetime of the 
plan, identifying areas of deficiency in terms of 
access. At a borough wide level, this Development 
Strategy identifies a requirement of 0.82ha of outdoor 
sports pitches per 1,000 people in the borough by 
2021. 
The council’s emerging Facilities Strategy will also 
sets out an action plan to promote this network, and 
to address deficiency in terms of physical access, 
quantity of provision, and in terms of quality of 

To add clarity, with regard to the various evidence base 
documents, and their role.   

 

To reflect the revised list of strategic sites. 

 

To confirm that all sports grounds are also designated as 
Community Open Space. 
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facilities. As a tool for alleviating deficiency, this 
strategy identifies a hierarchy of sites in the borough 
for sports and active recreation, defining sites of 
strategic and local importance and distinguishing 
between sites of single and multi sports use, and 
identifies opportunities for future 
development/enhancement. The following strategic 
sites are defined and mapped on the Proposals Map: 
• Warren Farm 
• Rectory Park 
• Ealing Central Sports Ground 
• North Acton Playing Fields 
• Perivale Park 
• Spikes Bridge Park 
• Gurnell Playing Fields and Environs 
• Former Liverpool and Victoria Sports Ground 
• London Playing Fields 
• Trailfinders Sports Ground 
• Old Actonians Sports Club 
• Brentham Sports Club 
These are sites which comprise a number of pitches, 
and accommodate a range of sports, often used by a 
significant number of organisations and clubs. These 
sites will be primarily safeguarded and protected for 
outdoor sports related activities. Some ancillary 
development on these sites may be necessary and 
desirable to enhance the primary active recreation 
function of these sites. 
Key priority projects include the promotion of a 
‘sports hub’ facility at Perivale Park encompassing 
the Perivale Athletics Field (a National Throw 
Centre), a new outdoor gym, a Golf Range and 
Junior Gold Development Centre, tennis courts, new 
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multi-use games areas (MUGAs) and dedicated 
pitches for football and rugby. The centre will also 
link to the Gurnell Swimming Pool. It also proposes 
developing smaller ‘satellite’ hub facilities at strategic 
sites in the borough. The following proposals have 
also been identified for other key sports fields in the 
borough: 
• Rectory Park Playing Fields, Northolt – the 
establishment of a centre of football excellence in the 
park and the replacement of changing facilities. 
• Ealing Central Sports Ground, Perivale – 
replacement or refurbishment of the pavilion and 
changing rooms. 
• Spikesbridge Park, Southall – the development of a 
new pavilion incorporating community uses and 
possibly replacement accommodation for the 
Cornucopia Centre on the edge of the park. 
• Warren Farm – improved changing rooms, outdoor 
sports areas and social facilities. 
 
All sports grounds in the borough are currently 
designated and safeguarded as Community Open 
Space. 

 5.7 
Accompanying 

wording 

(Hortus is predicated to reach full capacity by the end 
of 2010). 

To update to reflect the current position. 

 
Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals 
Map/ 
Map 8 – Green 
and Open Spaces 

Amend MOL boundary, removing properties at Billets 
Hart Close and land adjoining no. 2 Fox Villas.  Re-
designate as ‘Residential Area’, as set out in Annexe 
II.  

To update the proposals map following the implementation 
of the residential development at Billets Hart Close. 
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Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals 
Map/ 

Map 8 – Green 
and Open Spaces 

Amend MOL boundary of Ealing Green removing the 
forecourt area of ‘Flavas’ and footpath on the north 
side of Ealing Green, as set out in Annexe II. 

To correct a cartographical error on the 2004 UDP 
Proposals Map. 

 
Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals 
Map/ 

Map 8 – Green 
and Open Spaces 

Further revisions to Community Open Space 
boundary for the South Acton Allotments to reflect 
the actual boundaries of the consented scheme, as 
set out in Annexe II. 

To reflect the actual boundaries of the outline consent for 
the South Acton Estate. 

 
Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals 
Map/ 

Map 8 – Green 
and Open Spaces 

Popefield Playing Fields – Re-designate the whole 
site as Community Open Space, as set out in Annexe 
II. 

To reflect the current use of the site as both allotments and 
as a sports ground. 

 
Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals 
Map/ 

Map 8 – Green 
and Open Spaces 

Map 8 to be amended to include a different notation 
for the section of the A40 Green Corridor east of 
Canada Crescent to the borough boundary, as set 
out in Annexe II. 

To differentiate between that section of the Green Corridor 
which has yet to be implemented/delivered, and the wider 
network.  Please also see proposed supporting text to 
policy 5.3, detailed in LPA 9. 

 
Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals 
Map/ 

Map 8 – Green 
and Open Spaces 

Amend Map 8 to include Brentham Sports Ground 
and Old Actonians Sports Ground as Strategic 
Outdoor Sports sites, as set out in Annexe II. 

Both sites satisfy the definition of a Strategic Site. 

 Atlas of Changes 
to the 
Proposals 

Remove maps 7 (Glade Lane), 10 (Rockware 
Avenue) and 11 (Southern Gateway) from Vol. 1 
‘Atlas of Proposed Changes’.   

In light of the proposed change to delete the Special 
Opportunity Site designation as detailed in LPA 5. 
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Map Vol. 1/ 

Map 2 – Key 
Diagram 

Remove Special Opportunity Site notation from Map 
2 ‘Key Diagram’.   

 Atlas of Changes 
to the Proposals 

Map Vol. 1 

Remove map 9 ‘Middlesex Business Centre’ from 
Vol. 1 ‘Atlas of Proposed Changes’. 

See response to representation 657 in EAL12b 

 Map 10 – New 
and Expanded 
Infrastructure 

Amend map 10 to identify the Acton Storm Tanks 
serving the Thames Tideway Tunnel project, as set 
out in Annexe II. 

To recognise this infrastructure project 

 Map 10 – New 
and Expanded 
Infrastructure 

Amend map 10 to correctly plot the Mattock Lane 
Health Centre (Primary Care Facility), as set out in 
Annexe II. 

To correct a simple factual error 

 Map 11 – 
Strategic Diagram 
for West London 

Update map 11 with key diagram from London Plan 
2011, as set out in Annexe I. 

To reflect the updated diagram in the replacement London 
Plan (2011). 

 Map 12 – PTAL in 
Ealing 

Update map 12 with latest PTAL map, as set out in 
Annexe I 

To reflect the latest data with regard to public transport 
accessibility levels in Ealing. 

 Chapter 6, 
Preamble, Para 1 

‘Existing communities and residents coming into new 
development in the borough will need additional 
health facilities, schools, leisure, transport, utility and 
community facilities. As indicated in chapter one, the 
sustainable delivery of the Development Strategy 
requires good infrastructure planning. This chapter 
provides more information on infrastructure 
requirements and delivery.’ 

To recognise the importance of utilities to the provision of 
infrastructure. 

 Appendix Three: Revise according to attached Annexe III. To better reflect current information about the provision of 
identified infrastructure in the Borough. 
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Infrastructure 
Delivery Schedule 
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Annexe I 
Suggested Amended Text and Maps for Appendix One 

 

Appendix One:  
A Regional Context - The London Plan 2011 

 
The London Plan 2011 sets out the overall spatial framework for development across London up until 2031 and is illustrated 
diagrammatically at Map 11. It indicates the amounts and types of development required over the next 20 years across London as a 
whole, and for West London, and in some cases, borough by borough. On this basis, the role of Ealing’s Development Strategy is to 
relate the amounts and types of development (indicated in the London Plan) to Ealing’s needs, and to indicate where and when 
development should be provided.  
 
The London Plan requires that the local development framework supports economic development – taking advantage of Ealing’s 
location between Central London and Heathrow, and promoting Park Royal, in the north east of the borough, which is the biggest 
industrial estate in Western Europe. The council must plan for a strong portfolio of industrial land, providing for a range of business 
needs – including the need to accommodate additional waste management facilities. 
 
The Mayor of London supports proposals by Ealing Council to enhance the attractiveness of town centres – Acton, Ealing, Hanwell, 
Greenford and Southall - and manage their restructuring where necessary. It is also important to facilitate delivery of strategic 
transport priorities including Crossrail, improved bus services and more sustainable access to Heathrow Airport.1  
 
The London Plan indicates public transport accessibility levels (PTALs) across London and seeks to improve public transport 
accessibility. Subject to public transport capacity, areas with high PTALs can expect relatively high-density development. Low PTALs 
and limited public transport capacity can constrain development potential. Development can of course fund improvements. These 
factors are important in establishing the approach to development in Ealing’s Development Strategy. Map 12 shows PTALs in Ealing. 

                                                 
1  The effect of the Mayor’s projected improvements in public transport are summarised in the London Plan at Chapter 6. See: 

http://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/LP2011%20Chapter%206.pdf  
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The Mayor’s plan requires that Ealing’s expanding population be accommodated in sustainable communities, taking into account 
needs for social and community infrastructure. The London Plan highlights the environment, particularly improving air quality along 
the A40 and the North Circular Road, and providing open space – not only major green spaces such as Horsenden Hill and the Brent 
River Park, but the many small sites which add value to Ealing’s environment. 
 
The London Plan – Complementing Ealing’s Development Strategy 2026 
 
The London Plan is more than a context for local planning. Together with Ealing’s development plan, it is the statutory basis for 
decisions on planning applications in the borough. As indicated above, the Ealing’s Development Strategy will have policies on where 
and when development should be accommodated. The London Plan will complement these with a range of thematic policies setting 
standards for the quality of development and the environment (i.e. for all types of development in suburban, urban and central 
London). The proposals in Ealing’s Development Strategy take account of these thematic ‘quality’ policies in the London Plan, and 
there is no need for them to be restated in the Ealing Development Strategy. 
 
Strategic policies, whether in the London Plan or in Ealing’s Development Strategy, deal with general principles. There is no local 
reason for the general principles set out in the London Plan not to apply in Ealing. However, the application of strategic ‘quality’ 
policies to individual sites and to on-going development management (i.e. the process of dealing with planning applications) does 
require careful consideration in the light of local circumstances. On this basis, Ealing’s forthcoming Development Sites and 
Development Management documents together with the Ealing Proposals Map (and on waste matters, the West London Waste Plan) 
will establish specific development policies tailored to Ealing’s local requirements.  
 
The matters covered by the thematic policies in the existing London Plan are summarised below: 

 
London Plan 2011 – Thematic Policies 

London’s Places: Sub-regions, Inner London, Outer London, Opportunity Areas, Town Centres, Strategic Industrial 
Locations  
London’s People: Equal Life Chances, Health, Housing, Social Infrastructure 
London’s Economy: Sectors and workplaces, Emerging sectors, Improving opportunities for all 
London’s Response to Climate Change: Mitigation, Adaptation, Waste, Aggregates and contamination  
London’s Transport: Integrating Transport and Development, Connecting London 
London’s Living Spaces and Places: Place shaping, Heritage, Safety and Resilience, Pollution, Open and Natural 
Environment, Blue Ribbon Network 
 

Visit - http://www.london.gov.uk/publication/londonplan  
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Map 11: Strategic Diagram for London 
(Source: London Plan 2011) 
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Map 12: Public Transport Accessibility Levels in Ealing (from London Plan) 

(Source: Transport for London 2010) 
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Annexe II 
Addendum to Atlas of Proposed Changes to the Adopted UDP Proposals Map 2004 Removal of Metropolitan Open Land designation from Billets Hart Close 
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Addendum to Atlas of Proposed Changes to the Adopted UDP Proposals Map 2004 

Removal of Metropolitan Open Land designation – Footpath north side of Ealing Green 

 



 

Version 1 41

 
Addendum to Atlas of Proposed Changes to the Adopted UDP Proposals Map 2004 

Boundary correction to community open space designation – South Acton Allotments (Map 17)  
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Addendum to Atlas of Proposed Changes to the Adopted UDP Proposals Map 2004 

Re-designation of whole site as Community Open Space – Popefield Playing Fields (Map 108) 
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Map 8 – Green and Open Spaces in Ealing (Revised) denoting new Acton Green Corridor Policy Area 
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Addendum to Atlas of Proposed Changes to the Adopted UDP Proposals Map 2004 denoting the extent of the Acton Green Corridor Policy Area 
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Map  10 – New and Expanded Infrastructure (Revised) 
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Annexe III 
Appendix ThreeFour: Infrastructure Delivery Schedule (July 2011) Minor changes (October 2011) 

 
Key to colours:  Key to scoring: 

Greenford/Northolt/ Perivale (GNP)  Statutory responsibility: 1 – yes, 0 – no 

Acton  Corporate priority: 1 – yes, 0 – no 

Ealing/Hanwell  Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) priority: 1 – yes, 0 – no 

Southall  Relationship to LDF Core Strategy: 3 – critical, 2 – essential, 1 – desirable 

Borough-wide / TBC  In growth corridor: 1 – yes, 0 – no 

  Is it deliverable: 3 – funding identified, 2 – additional funding required, 1 – significant funding shortfall 

  Cumulative Score: 0 low to 10 high 

 

Note on prioritisation: Assessments of priorities are subject to internal and member consultation, and are intended to be a guide to prioritising projects. 

Note on deliverability: Identified funding shortfalls are made in relation to the 2011 LBE Capital Programme. 

Note on costings: The cost of strategic transport projects is not broken down by local authority within London and is therefore largely unknown 
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When required Category Planned provision 
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2
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wn) 
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C
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F C

S
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th corridor?

 

Is it deliverable?
 

C
um

ulative Score 

Education  Children’s Centre 
Strategy Phase 3 
– 4 Children’s 
Centres at Primary 
Schools: 
Hathaway, 
Perivale, West 
Twyford and 
Wood End Library  

   Borough-wide LBE  Surestart / Capital 
Programme 

£2.9m  0 0 0 1  3 4 

Primary 
Educatio
n 

3FE expansions    Acton LBE  Capital 
Programme
, DfE 
funding, 
planning 
obligations, 
other grants 

£122m 1 1 1 3 1 2 9 

 New RC School in West 
Acton - 2FE 

   Acton LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Brentside - 0.5FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Hobbayne - 1FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 North Ealing - 1FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 St Gregory's - 1FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Projected Temporary 
provision – 2.5FE 

   Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Fielding - 1FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 
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F C
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C
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 Little Ealing - 1FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 St John's - 0.5FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 St Mark's - 0.5FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Christ the Saviour - 1FE    Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Scheme to be identified 
- 1-2FE 

   Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Projected Temporary 
provision - 2.5FE 

   Ealing LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Selborne - 1FE    GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 0 2 7 

 Projected Temporary 
Provision - 1FE 

   GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 0 2 7 

 Wood End Infants / 
Junior - 1FE 

   GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 0 2 7 

 Scheme to be identified 
- 1FE 

   GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 0 2 7 

 Projected Temporary 
Provision – 3FE 

   GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 West London Academy - 
1FE 

   GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Projected Temporary    GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 
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F C
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provision - 2FE 

 Ravenor - 1FE    GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Stanhope - 1FE    GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Oldfield - 0.5FE    GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Scheme to be identified 
- 1FE 

   GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Projected Temporary 
provision 2.5FE 

   GNP LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Projected Temporary 
Provision - 4FE 

   Southall LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

 Projected Temp 
Provision - 1FE 

   Southall LBE    1 1 0 3 1 2 8 

Secondary 
Educatio
n 

Dormers Wells - rebuild    Southall LBE  Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£27.3m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 Cardinal Wiseman - 
remodel 

   GNP   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£23.9m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 Twyford High - remodel    Acton   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£19.1m 1 1 1 3  1 7 
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When required Category Planned provision 
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F C
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th corridor?
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C
um
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 Elthorne Park - new 
build & remodel 

   Ealing   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£21.7m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 Villiers High School - 
new build, 
remodel and 
refurbish 

   Southall   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£19.1m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 Featherstone High - new 
build, remodel and 
refurbish 

   Southall   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£16.2m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 Northolt High School - 
new build and 
remodel 

   GNP   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£24.4m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 Ellen Wilkinson - new 
build, remodel and 
refurbish 

   Acton   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£20.4m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 Drayton Manor - new 
build, remodel and 
refurbish 

   Ealing   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£23.3m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

 New School    GNP   Grant / 
mainstream 
funding 

£30.5m 1 1 1 3  1 7 

FE / HE University of West 
London - St. 
Mary's Road 
campus 

   Ealing Univ. of 
We
st 
Lon

 Univ. of West 
London 
Estates 
Strategy 

TBC 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 
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F C
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redevelopment don 

 Post 16 education - 
Replacement 
Ealing Diploma 
and Education site  

   TBC LBE 14 to 
19 
Par
tner
-
shi
p 

 TBC. Possibly 
Skills 
Funding 
Agency or 
Young 
People’s 
Learning 
Agency 

TBC 0 0 0 1  1 2 

Primary Health 
Centres  

Southall Broadway – 
community 
services centre for 
surrounding small 
practices  

   Southall NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
Ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 

 Jubilee Gardens – 
Integrated health 
centre and Library.  

   Southall NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
Ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 

 Featherstone Hub - 
Integrated health 
and social care 
centre 

   Southall NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 
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London) 
Ltd.  

 Southall Gasworks    Southall NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
Ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 

 Refurbishment or other 
solution for 
Mattock Lane 
Health Centre 

   Ealing  NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
Ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 

 Ealing Hospital Site 
Unscheduled Care 
Centre 

   Southall NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 

 Ealing Hospital Site 
Unscheduled Care 
Centre 

   Ealing NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 
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F C
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C
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London) 
ltd.  

 Grand Union Village – 
Northolt integrated 
care centre with a 
specific focus on 
specialist 
children’s and 
sexual health 
services. 

   GNP NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 0 1 3 

 Westway Cross - Health 
/ leisure centre  

   GNP NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 0 1 3 

 Integrated health social 
care facility 

   Acton NHS 
Eali
ng 

LBE, local 
GP
s 

LIFT Company – 
Building 
Better 
Health 
(West 
London) 
ltd.  

 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 

Mental Health Mens medium secure 
unit. Trust 
Resource Centre, 
office, and admin 

   Ealing WLMHT    0 0 0 0 1 2 3 
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F C
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accommodation. 

Social Care Service centre    GNP     0 0 0 1 0 1 2 

 Service centre    Acton     0 0 0 1 1 1 3 

 Service centre    Southall     0 0 0 1 1 1 3 

Open Spaces Northolt & Greenford 
Countryside Park 

   GNP LBE    0 0 0 1 0 2 3 

 Southall Gasworks    Southall LBE  S106  0 0 0 2 1 1 4 

NOTE COST! North Acton Station 
Square 

   Acton LBE  S106 / grant 
funding 

£3m0.3m 0 1 0 2 1 1 5 

 Gunnersbury Park    Ealing LBE  Capital 
Programme 

£4.5m 0 0 0 1 0 3 4 

Culture, 
Sports & 
Leisure 

New Acton Pool 
provision (part of 
Acton Town Hall 
project) 

   Acton LBE Private 
sect
or 

Capital 
Programme 
/ Planning 
Obligations 

£14m (total 
proje
ct 
cost) 

0 1 0 2 1 2 6 

 Gurnell Pool    GNP LBE  Capital 
programme 

£12m 0 1 0 1 0 2 4 
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 Sports Halls: 5 new 
sports hall 
planned through 
BSF Programme: 
Cardinal 
Wiseman, 
Elthorne Park, 
Villiers High, 
Drayton Manor, 
New School. NB: 
Only Cardinal 
Wiseman will 
progress until 
Govt Education 
spending review is 
complete. 

   GNP, Ealing / 
Hanwell, 
Southall 

LBE Environment and 
Leisure 

TBC   TBC 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 

 Expanded gym services 
at redeveloped 
Acton Pool (part of 
Town Hall project) 

   Acton LBE Private 
sect
or 

Capital 
Programme 
/ Planning 
Obligations 

£14m (total 
proje
ct 
cost) 

0 1 0 2 1 2 6 

Libraries Perivale – investment to 
improve standard 
of provision 

   GNP LBE  Capital 
Programme 

 1 0 0 1 0 1 3 

 Greenford - develop 
library and 
information hub 

   GNP LBE  Capital 
Programme 

 1 0 0 1 1 1 4 

 Southall - investment to 
improve standard 
of provision, 

   Southall LBE  Capital 
Programme 

 1 0 0 1 1 1 4 
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develop library 
and information 
hub 

 Hanwell - investment to 
improve standard 
of provision 

   Ealing LBE  Capital 
Programme 

 1 0 0 1 0 1 3 

 West Ealing  - develop 
library and 
information hub 

   Ealing LBE    1 0 0 1 1 1 4 

 Acton - develop library 
and information 
hub 

   Acton LBE  Acton Town Hall 
redevelop
ment 
project 

 1 1 0 1 1 1 4 

 Consolidate library  
archives store 

   Borough-wide 
search 

LBE    1 0 0 1 0 1 3 

Sports Pitches Sports Hub    GNP  LBE Env. 
& 
Lei
sur
e 

 LBE Capital 
Programme 

TBC 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 

 Sports pitches 
improvement: 
Rectory Park, 
Ealing Central 
Sports Ground, 
Spikesbridge 
Park, Warren 
Farm, North Acton 

   Borough-wide LBE Env. 
& 
Lei
sur
e 

 LBE Capital 
Programme 

TBC 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 
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Sports Ground 

Community 
Centres 

Hanwell Community 
Centre 

   Ealing LBE  Major Projects £3.9 0 0 0 1 1 2 4 

 Ravenor Farm 
Community Centre 

   GNP LBE  Property Strategy £2.7m 0 0 0 1 1 2 4 

Heritage/ 
Commun
ity 
centres 

Acton Town Hall    Acton LBE  Capital 
Programme 

£1.7 
???C
apital 
budg
et 
2011
-12 

0 1 0 1 1 2 5 

 Southall Manor House    Southall LBE  Property 
Strategy, 
Community 
Centres 
Strategy, 
LBE 
Groundwor
k 

£1.5m 0 0 0 1 1 3 5 

Heritage Pitzhanger Manor    Ealing LBE  HLF, Arts 
Council, 

£2.9m 0 1 0 1 1 2 5 



 

Version 1 58

When required Category Planned provision 

2010 - 
2
0
1
5 

2016 - 
2
0
2
1 

2021 - 
2
0
2
6 

Location Lead 
age
ncy 

Other 
par
tne
rs 

Delivery 
mechanis
m 

Cost        
(if 
kno
wn) 

atutory responsibility?
 

C
orporate priority?

 

SC
S priority?

 

elationship to LD
F C

S
 

In grow
th corridor?

 

Is it deliverable?
 

C
um

ulative Score 

EC, English 
Heritage 

 Gunnersbury Park    Ealing LBE  Capital 
Programme 

£4.5m 0 0 0 1 0 3 4 

 Ealing Town Hall    Ealing LBE   TBC 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 

 Brent Lodge  

 

   Hanwell LBE   TBC        

Transport - 
Strategic 

Crossrail 1    Borough-wide Crossrail 
/ 
Net
wor
k 
Rail 

LBE Mayor's 
Transport 
Strategy 
(MTS) 

TBC 0 1 0? 3 1 2? 7 

 HS2    Borough-wide Departme
nt 
for 
Tra
nsp
ort/ 
HS
2 
Ltd 

Network 
Rail 
/ 
TfL 

DfT TBC 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 

 Great Western train 
lengthening & 
electrification 

   Borough-wide Network 
Rail 

First 
Gre
at 
We

Great Western 
RUS 

TBC 0 1 0 2 1 2 6 
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ster
n / 
TfL 

 Piccadilly Line upgrades    Borough-wide TfL  MTS TBC 0 1 0 2 1 2 6 

 District Line upgrades    Borough-wide TfL/ 

London 
Un
der
gro
und 

 MTS TBC 0 1 0 2 1 2 6 

 North London 
Line/London 
Overground 

   Borough-wide TfL/ 

London 
Ov
errg
rou
nd 

 MTS TBC ? ? ? ? ? 2 ? 

 Bus network 
development 

   Borough-wide TfL LBE MTS TBC 0 1 0 2 1 2 6 

 Improved TfL Road 
Network 
management to 
smooth the flow of 
traffic 

   Borough-wide TfL  MTS TBC 0 1 0 2 1 2 6 
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Transport - LIP 
Major 
Schemes 

Great Western train 
lengthening & 
electrification 

   Borough-wide Network 
Rai
l 

 MTS  0 1 0 2 1 2 6 

 Biking Borough 
FundingCycling 
initiatives in Outer 
London town 
centres 

   Borough-wide TfL LBE LIP/MTS £286,000 0 0 0 1 10 2 43 

 Ealing Broadway 
Interchange Major 
Scheme 

   Ealing TfL / LBE  LIP £4.5m0.46
m 

0 1 0 3 1 2 7 

 Southall Broadway 
Major Scheme  

   Southall TfL / LBE  LIP £5.6m0.29
k 

0 1 0 3 1 2 7 

 *LIP Corridors 
programme (1410 
schemes) 

   Borough-wide LBE / TfL  LIP £3.8m£2.4
m 

0 10 0 32 1 23 85 

 LIP Neighbourhoods 
programme (1925 
schemes) 

   Borough-wide LBE / TfL  LIP £2.1m£1.1
m 

0 10 0 2 0 32 64 

 Road maintenance and 
bridge 
strengthening 

   Borough-wide TfL / LBE  LIP £1.9m 1 1 0 2 1 2 7 
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Waste Waste facilities as 
determined 
through the West 
London Waste 
Plan (WLWP). 

   TBC West 
Lon
don 
Wa
ste 
Aut
hori
ty 
(W
LW
A) 

LBE WLWA to enter 
into a 
contract 
with an 
approved 
partner to 
provide 
waste 
processing 
contract. 

Contract 
detail
s to 
be 
deter
mine
d by 
WLW
P. 

1 1 0 3 0 2 7 

Energy, 
Utilities 
& 
Physical 
Infrastru
cture 

Energy    TBC     0 0 0 2 0 2 4 

 Gas & Electric    Borough-wide National 
Gri
d 

Local 
ene
rgy 
sup
plier
s 

 n/a 0 0 0 2 0 2 4 

 Sewerage – Thames 
Tunnel Project 

   Acton Storm 
Tanks 

Thames 
Wa
ter 

 Thames Water 
Capital 
Programm
e 

Part of £3bn 
projec
t 

0 0 0 3 1 3 7 

 Canal waterways – wall 
repair 

   Hanwell British 
Wa

 British Waterways £250,000 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 
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ter
wa
ys 

 Canal waterways – 
Grand Union 
towpath 
improvements 

   Borough-wide LBE / 
Brit
ish 
Wa
ter
wa
ys  

 British 
Waterways
/LIP 

£700,000 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 

Emergency 
Services 

Police: Additional 
neighbourhood 
police bases may 
be needed as part 
of major 
developments. 
Additional office 
space may be 
required at a 
future date. May 
also require new 
centralised police 
patrol base and 
custody centre. 

   TBC Metropolitan Police MPA Estate 
Strategy 
and Asset 
Manageme
nt Plan 

TBC 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 

 

* Grand Union Canal Towpath Corridor is listed under another category cost is £700,000 

* Grand Union Canal towpath improvements LIP scheme is shown above under category of ‘Energy, Utilities and Physical infrastructure’ 
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DRAFT SCHEDULE OF FURTHER PROPOSED MINOR CHANGES 
(Last Updated November 14th 2011) 

 
PART D: Other points of clarification raised by the Inspector  

where changes have not already been dealt with in Parts A-C.  
(Not for publication until after further direction from the Inspector) 

 

Reference Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Explanation 

1. Preface, 
Para 6 

The Inspector asks the council to check the 
reference as to why only 4 of the 5 Crossrail stations 
are planned to be refurbished  

This is correct. All of the stations except Hanwell will be 
refurbished. 

2.  1.2 c) The Inspector asks the council to consider whether 
some additional words relating to the funding and 
phasing of delivery might be helpful or whether a 
signpost to the London Plan could be provided? 

Further check to be done. 

3. 1.2 (k) The Inspector asks where the reference to “all” new 
development is appropriate in light of PPS25. 

Further check to be done. 

4. 1.2  

New Policy? 

The Inspector asks whether it might be appropriate 
to include a new delivery policy relating to the retail 
function? 

Further check to be done. At the very least a signpost 
should be provided to the Development Management DPD 
regarding designation of shopping frontages. 

5. 2.2 c) The Inspector asks should this also refer to 
preserving or enhancing and heritage assets (if there 

The term ‘public domain’ is intended to describe a broader 
context than just heritage and to clearly articulate the 
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Reference Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Explanation 

are any locally listed buildings that would be lost by 
the current wording)?  

composite of adaption, refurbishment, and good new design 
that is needed in the town centre.  The specific reference to 
preserving and/or enhancing heritage assets is superfluous at 
this point.  This is more consistent with the Council and 
English Heritage’s preferred wording for 1.2 (f) (see ED14) 
and with the spatial approach of the Development Strategy as 
a whole. 

6. 2.3 The Inspector wants to clarify why Policy 2.3 has no 
reference to heritage assets, but third explanatory 
paragraph refers to the Acton Town Hall complex 
that may be a heritage asset.  

As the general principle of the treatment of heritage assets is 
well covered by national policy and also by 1.2 (f) it is not the 
Council’s approach to repeat this principle in area specific 
policies.  Rather, it is considered that policy can add value by 
mentioning specific heritage assets where this is 
recommended by the scale of the plan document and the 
significance of the heritage asset in question.  

7. 2.5 (b) The Inspector asks the council to check whether or 
not the reference to the office quarter might also 
include some flexibility with regard higher education 
facilities? 

Further check to be done. 

8. 2.5 (e)  The Inspector asked whether or not the 1st bullet 
should include a specific reference to heritage 
assets. 

This policy is intended to seek enhancements to the street 
scene as a whole not just its individual elements.  It is also 
designed to go into area specific detail as befits an area-based 
policy.  This is more consistent with the Council and English 
Heritage’s preferred wording for 1.2 (f), and with the spatial 
approach of the DS as a whole.  

9. 2.5 (g) The Inspector asks the council to clarify what is a 
boutique hotel? 

‘Boutique hotel’, as ‘boutique shop’, is a term not unknown in 
everyday usage and with a generally acknowledged meaning 
in the hotel industry.  It refers to a smaller, more upmarket 
hotel often with a more distinctive character than hotels run by 
the larger and more middle market chains. 
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Reference Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Explanation 

10. 2.8 (f)  
The Inspector asks if the 1st explanatory paragraph, 
is it the redevelopment of the station or 
refurbishment?   

Redevelopment is a better description of the scale of change 
that is envisaged for Southall Station and the surrounding 
area.  It has already been identified by TfL and the GLA as the 
CrossRail station with the greatest opportunity for 
redevelopment and is the subject of an emerging OAPF.   

11. 2.9 The Inspector asks whether or not the footnote 
should refer to Map 7?  

It is assumed that this footnote relates to the reference to 
Havelock being beyond the catchment for Southall Station and 
isolated from public transport and pedestrian routes.  As 
Havelock is not shown on Map 7 it is not considered that this 
footnote would enhance clarity and usability.   

12. Policy 3.7 (b) The Inspector asks to consider changing reference in 
policy to ‘ASDA’ supermarket 

Although this is a commercial name and is liable to change, it 
is considered that it is sufficiently well known to justify 
retention.  This would also accord with the practice adopted in 
the Park Royal OAPF (see Chapter 10.7). However, the 
council have suggested a footnote be added in the 
Development Strategy that would signpost this reference.   

13. Appendix 3 
The Inspector would like to know the reasons for the 
minor changes to the Infrastructure Delivery 
Schedule. 

Wording to follow 

14. General Can the changes suggested in emails prior to the 
hearings (that were not published in the suggested 
changes or the errata) also be incorporated, this 
would include the typo in the errata in relation to the 
housing potential on page 11. 

Further check to be done. 

15. General 
The Inspector acknowledges that the Council do not 
consider a change is necessary but wants 
suggestions for possible revised wording and 
numbering for possible policy additions in respect of 
Thames Tunnel and to allow certain police services 

The Council supports the principle of the Thames Tideway 
Tunnel. Further wording to follow. 
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Reference Policy/ 

Paragraph 

Suggested Change Explanation 

to be located on employment land but this will 
probably come up on Thursday. 

16. General 
The Inspector asks should there be any specific 
reference to St Bernard’s Hospital in the CS? Further check to be done. 

 


